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>From ???@??? Sat Jun 12 21:42:38 1999
Message-Id: <199906121216.d5CCGQ029026@sco.theporch.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 07:15:39 CDT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 2577

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 2577

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by AAFRadio@erols.com
  2) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
  3) Little project
	by cswiger <cswiger@wilma.widomaker.com>
  4) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
  5) Oscillograph?
	by "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
  6) FT: TBX-8 Vibrator Supply for TBX-8 Set
	by Dick Dillman <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
  7) Re: Jack's Offer
	by "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
  8) Re: RADIOMARINE RESTORATION
	by Dick Dillman <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
  9) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by Dick Dillman <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
 10) WTD :ZM-3 Capacitor Analyzer
	by Tom Smith <tsmith@hal-pc.org>
 11) FMLA:  A New Twist
	by mnhopkins@juno.com
 12) Worm.Explore.zip Virus
	by Jim Hill <jshillw6ivw@earthlink.net>
 13) Re: Oscillograph?
	by Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net>
 14) sale or swap
	by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
 15) Re: Oscillograph?
	by "Mike B. Feher" <n4fs@monmouth.com>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
From: AAFRadio@erols.com
Message-ID: <3761CAF1.DAC40D5F@erols.com>
Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 22:50:25 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

JOHN SEHRING wrote:
> It's *NEVER* going to look
> like it just came out of the factory again.  That happened only ONCE and
> can never happen again.  That's a fact.  Anything else is but a simulation
> of that, nothing more.
> I watch "Antiques Road Show" on PBS a lot.  I note that items are ALWAYS
> marked down in value when refinishing is done.  Need I say more?

EXCELLENT thread generator, John!  It points up the differences between
perceptions, resultant approaches, and desired end states.  I'm afraid
I'm quite ambivalent on the subject.  My approach varies from careful
cleaning to complete repainting, and goes all the way from classic "do
no harm" preservation to extensive restoration.  In the US military
radio realm, with a few (arguably zero) VERY narrow exceptions, none of
this stuff is likely to appear on ARS as a long lost Rembrandt worth
tens of thousands.  I have a hard time believing this equipment will
cause the primary money movers of our population to gush over how cute
it will look in the family room, and you'll notice that the big moneyed
items on ARS for the most part are right at home in a mansion's drawing
room. :-)  On the ham gear side you might be able to come up with one or
two examples like the KW-1, but I see that as a temporary anomaly caused
by a cyclic market mystique more than any other factor.  That sort of
puts the "future value" argument into perspective, at least for our
lovable if heavy gear.

Even if it's a fairly uncommon piece like a T-15/ARC-5 transmitter that
has bad flaking of the black wrinkle finish, *no way* am I going to
leave it with big patches of bare aluminum showing, though there are
several options short of complete repainting.  I'll have to admit that
part of the decision process involves how well a restoration can be done
with available resources - both personal and vendor contacts.  For
example, I guess I'm pragmatic enough not to attach any particularly
magical or venerable attributes to an aluminum plate milled out in 1944
by some wartime die maker from the same drawing I have downstairs in the
machine shop...the one I made yesterday and the one made in 1945 will
look identical and cannot be distinguished apart with the naked eye. 
However, if I had to do it with a hacksaw and a file, then, yes, I
simply wouldn't try it at all - I'd just live with the botched up old
part (if it's still there).

That gets us back to my point about ultimate goals, which is whether one
wants the item for display in a glass case or a blue collar working
piece.  I'm fond of the latter.  Obviously for a museum case you want
the wear to show how the item was used (or abused,) and the finger wear
around an R-390 tuning knob is a beautiful thing to behold for an
historian.  Will that make it more valuable in the future?  For a very
small number which will end up in museums, yes.  For the vast majority
of R-390s in the world, probably not, and if your goal is to use it, it
will hound you every time you look at it.  :-)

Would like to see some further discussion on this subject, as I find my
viewpoint continues to change with time and experience.

73,
Mike Hanz  KC4TOS
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Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 23:07:58 -0400 (EDT)
From: William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.990611225753.1604B-100000@osfn.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

> example, I guess I'm pragmatic enough not to attach any particularly
> magical or venerable attributes to an aluminum plate milled out in 1944
> by some wartime die maker from the same drawing I have downstairs in the
> machine shop...the one I made yesterday and the one made in 1945 will
> look identical and cannot be distinguished apart with the naked eye. 

I do not know if you do this already, but it might be a good idea to put 
a very small note on any fabricated piece that proclaims it as a replica. 
When any of us are long dead and gone, and our radios still around, 
nobody will be able to remember if a certain piece was original or not. 
For small things like a simple bracket, the issue is really not very 
important, but what about whole front panels? In the future, a collector 
may come across an unmarked replica, note some minor differences in its 
construction, and then really start wondering - was this a prototype? was 
it from an odd vendor? Certainly, the confusion is posible, and could 
really throw someone for a loop if they are doing some careful study. A 
simple, out of the way engraving (perhaps so it is hidden when in normal 
use) is all thats needed.

William Donzelli
aw288@osfn.org
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Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 23:08:36 -0400 (EDT)
From: cswiger <cswiger@wilma.widomaker.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Little project
Message-ID: <Pine.BSF.3.96.990611225847.22642A-100000@wilma.widomaker.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Gang:

	Well, we're certainly having fun with this stupid
little radio project :)   Having always wanted to build
a regen set, I was intrigued by plans for a one tube (6C4)
*FM* broadcast band superregenerative set in the Aug. 1960
Popular Electronics (p.49). I just spent the afternoon
collecting some parts, played around with the optimum way
to mount them on a piece of poplar, keeping leads as
short as possible (since we're working 88+ Mhz) - just
hooked it up to a lab supply, fully expecting to be
disappointed but darned if the little bugger actually
works! Of course it isn't Hi-Fi, and has a little
distortion maybe due to the quench osc or grid leak bias
but it does pick up all the locals with some tv rabbit ears
and is enjoyable to listen to, with all the satisfaction
of having 'built it yourself', tnx to Robert Devine's 
article.


	Chuck
	kb4new
	cswiger@widomaker.com
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Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 23:28:49 -0400 (EDT)
From: William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.990611230802.1604C-100000@osfn.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

> EXCELLENT thread generator, John!  It points up the differences between
> perceptions, resultant approaches, and desired end states.

I suppose I am one of the more "militant" ones when it comes to 
restoration ("dammit! those are nickle plated brass, not stainless!"), 
but I do like to see nice looking equipment. To me, it all depends on the 
history of each piece. Most (probably greater than 75%) of our military 
boatanchors probably never saw service. A large majority of the equipment 
known as "World War 2" surplus today was still in the factories in 1945. 
Most of the scars our military BAs have were caused by hams and surplus 
dealers - not the military. To me, that history is just not very 
important. Sets that did see service, on the other hand, have important 
history that needs to be preserved - like wear and tear, overhaul 
stickers, paint touch ups, graffiti, extra tags, etc.. For example, I 
have a U.S. Navy TAJ-19 transmitter that never entered service, but shows 
a great deal of dings, scratches, and the like. That set will be 
completely restored, down to the last nut and bolt. I do not think any 
fabric will be torn (fabric is more or less "interesting history"). As 
far as I am concerned, its "interesting" history ended when the guy at 
General Electric hammered in the last nail of its crate! On 
the other hand, another set of mine, a TBL-7, shows wear and tear, a 
rather sloppy repaint, minor repairs, but was saw service on a submarine. 
Who knows what that rig was involved with? In any case, restoration of 
the piece will be far more minimal (no repaint, just a cleaning 
basically), as even those minor fix-its may have stories to tell.

William Donzelli
aw288@osfn.org  
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Message-Id: <199906120430.VAA29053@mail-gw3.pacbell.net>
From: "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Oscillograph?
Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 21:32:02 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Test equipment trivia-ists;

Not too long ago I got sucked into fielding an oscilloscope question by one
of our illeteratti brethren, "what's this time base A, time base B
business?"  Since then I've been harboring a question of my own.  I started
with the usual "graphical presentation of what a circuit is doing", which
got me the first blank look, and proceeded eventually to "you can zoom in
on a specific time period" with some success.  Along the way I threw in the
comment, "in fact oscilloscopes used to be called oscilloGRAPHS".  "Hmmmmm,
why was that?", I thought to myself.  That's my question.  When did
oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  Was it someone's marketing
bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.

Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net
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Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 21:27:54 -0700 (PDT)
Message-Id: <2.2.16.19990611211409.486f7dc0@pop.igc.org>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Dick Dillman <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
Subject: FT: TBX-8 Vibrator Supply for TBX-8 Set


My good friend Andy Miller asked me to post this to the BA list so here it
is.  Ah!  Don't touch that reply key.  Contact Andy ad the email address
below, not me.  

>Wanted, TBX-8 transciever in excellent condition. Also TBX-8 battery box and 
>any accesories. I have available for trade a TBX-8 vibrator supply that 
>powers both the transmitter and the reciever from 12 volts. The supply will 
>need clean-up. E-mail for details. AMillerTKX@AOL.com 

Regards,

Dick

                           Dick Dillman, W6AWO
     Chief Operator at K6KPH of the Maritime Radio Historical Society
                        Collector Of Heavy Metal:
                 Harleys, Willys and Radios Over 100lbs.
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Message-Id: <199906120449.VAA02925@mail-gw3.pacbell.net>
From: "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Jack's Offer
Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 21:50:23 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Jack;

You said:

> I am willing to set it up, but I will NOT referee or administer...
> To keep SPAM down, we'll have it be member only post, but leave the 
> subscription open to anyone who wants to sign up...
> 
> If something productive happens, all who play win... and we'll find a 
> way to fund it...
> 
> If it becomes an adjunct sewer for the venomous crap from the UseNet 
> newsgroups, I'll simply yank the plug and let it swirl away.
> 
> > Many members, I think, would like to exchange ideas about the 
> > changes in the hobby of Amature Radio and it's health and survival.
> Let's see if it can be self-policing and well-behaved...
> 
> You draw up a charter and welcome message and I shall get it ready...
> 
> Let me know how I can help

May I make the suggestion that the policy for such a service confine the
subject to issues relevent to the general theme of tube/vintage gear.  I
don't want it to be awash with the obscenities or antenna restrictions
issues, for example, unless the cussing is about stupid FCC NPRM's which
affect BA/historical reenactment activities or about antenna types needed
to operate Hartley oscillator transmitters that don't meet local dumbell
ordinances.  I also can help keep the crowd on subject on occasion but I
won't have the time to monitor extensively.  If someone won't conform they
can expect a monitor to pass the problem to you for an application of Tidy
Bowl so you won't have to press the lever.

Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net
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Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 21:57:42 -0700 (PDT)
Message-Id: <2.2.16.19990611214356.468f70f2@pop.igc.org>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Dick Dillman <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: RADIOMARINE RESTORATION

At 04:40 PM 6/11/99 -0400, JOHN SEHRING wrote:

>Congrats on a wonderful & beautiful & loving act of labor to get the
>radiomarine equipment to glow in the dark again.  And a description to
>match.
>
>I would like to mention one thing that bothers me though...  I think the
>museum is dead right to insist that no repainting & such be done, but that
>the equipment be rendered operational.
>
>Isn't that the point, that it function again?  It's *NEVER* going to look
>like it just came out of the factory again.  That happened only ONCE and
>can never happen again.  That's a fact.  Anything else is but a simulation
>of that, nothing more.

I basically agree with you, John.  A true "restoration" within the meaning
of that term as it applies to such things as cars would mean that every
piece would be disassembled, renewed or remanufactured, and the whole made
"new".  That's certainly not what we're about.  If you get to see the
finished product you'll see that, while clean and functional it is certainly
"rough & ready", about as an organized and respectful Radio Officer would
leave it for the next guy.

There was one point where we differed with the museum, however.  During the
ship's service in the Viet Nam war some absolute animal wrote an extended
list of call signs and frequencies... on the front panel of the MF (Main)
transmitter... in Magic Marker!  Gad, it looks awful.  Now, since our target
period for the radio room exhibit is considerably before the Viet Nam era
and since the Magic Marker list has been fully photodocumented and since it
looks *so* bad - we wanted to try to clean it off.  Naturally if this was
from WWII we wouldn't consider it.  But the museum prevailed and the Magic
Marker stays - and they're probably right.  What seems like just graffiti
now may provide just the information a future historian needs.

>I am prepared for a firestorm of controversy on these "fightin'" words!

Not from me, John!

Vy 73,

Dick/"RD"

                           Dick Dillman, W6AWO
     Chief Operator at K6KPH of the Maritime Radio Historical Society
                        Collector Of Heavy Metal:
                 Harleys, Willys and Radios Over 100lbs.

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 21:57:39 -0700 (PDT)
Message-Id: <2.2.16.19990611214353.468f911a@pop.igc.org>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Dick Dillman <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 

At 11:07 PM 6/11/99 -0400, William Donzelli wrote:

>I do not know if you do this already, but it might be a good idea to put 
>a very small note on any fabricated piece that proclaims it as a replica. 

We're very sensitive to that issue but thanks for bringing it up.  There are
virtually no non-original parts goin into these sets, even to the extent of
using scrap wire from our parts sets for those occasions where a lead has
been cut and needs to be extended.  The idea of course is to maintain the
original look, color and insulation material that was used when they were
built.  And of course there is not a crimp connector in the place.  When
installing the MG set new ring connectors were needed at the end of the
wires that connected to the screw terminal strip on the top of the set.
These are all in a box and will seldom if ever be seen again.  But Tom came
up with the correct ring connectors for the period and soldered each one in
place.

>When any of us are long dead and gone, and our radios still around, 
>nobody will be able to remember if a certain piece was original or not. 
>For small things like a simple bracket, the issue is really not very 
>important, but what about whole front panels? In the future, a collector 
>may come across an unmarked replica, note some minor differences in its 
>construction, and then really start wondering - was this a prototype? was 
>it from an odd vendor? Certainly, the confusion is posible, and could 
>really throw someone for a loop if they are doing some careful study.

Yes, absolutely.  We would work to that standard anyway but the museum folks
are fanatic about the historic fabric of this stuff and they would hold our
feet to the fire if we showed signs of straying from the correct path!

In fact we are running into the kind of problem you mention with some other
atifacts.  I was given a reel-to-reel recording that was supposed to be a
copy of a cassette recording which itself was supposed to be a copy of a
disk or cylinder recording of off-the-air spark signals from 1917!  My job
was to alalyze what was there and make further copies.  You can imagine my
excitement as I played the thing back.  The narrator described the original
recording and said who did it, that he was an old spark operator and one of
the guys who made an intervening copy described the signals as the kind he
heard in the 1920s.  It was thrilling to hear them.  But the more I heard
the more suspicious I got.  I'm not alleging outright fraud - I'm sure that
didn't happen.  But I am saying that is seems something like what you
describe took place someplace b ack in the history of these recordings.  I'm
almost convinced that these were simulations but not acknowledged as such -
at least not on the 5th hand copy I got.  I say all this to say that we take
real care about maintaining the authenticity of the historic stuff we're
working on.

Vy 73,

Dick/"RD"

                           Dick Dillman, W6AWO
     Chief Operator at K6KPH of the Maritime Radio Historical Society
                        Collector Of Heavy Metal:
                 Harleys, Willys and Radios Over 100lbs.
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Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 00:04:14 +0000
From: Tom Smith <tsmith@hal-pc.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: WTD :ZM-3 Capacitor Analyzer
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I've been on the lookout for the "military" capacitor analyzer for
awhile. I have several of the civilian versions including the Solar and
the C.B. but I am intrigued by the ZM-3. If anyone has one out there in
good shape and is willing to part with it, please drop me a line.

Thanks!  Tom  N5AMA


------------------------------
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 00:10:28 -0500
Subject: FMLA:  A New Twist
Message-ID: <19990612.001044.-186397.0.MNHopkins@juno.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
From: mnhopkins@juno.com


Frank took a table at the Dallas HamCom.  In fact, he took two, but
he did not want to sell anything.

     He had the WARmon, as I call one of his self-appointed
bodyguards, carpenter up a framework for the two tables that held
a sign saying, "The joys of  home constructed radio equipment." 
And that is where the trouble started.

     I thought it might be the National SW-3 he canabalized to make
a signal generator, or, maybe, the Collins 6 and 2M transverter he
gutted for a power supply case, but I was wrong.

     Frank was showing some kids how to alter a 49 mc HT to get a
longer range and make it frequency agile.  Some OTs were watching
this and, at the same time, talking on a cigarette pack sized
portable.  Everytime Frank said something, they would relay it and,
of course, one of his bodyguards noticed.  

    It was Christie, the boss of the detachment, who noticed.  She
bought a cap with a KC5 callsign and offered to help another YL
sell some stuffed animals at a table next to the spies.  While she
sold Beanie Babies, she read the mail and satisfied herself they
were not cops - which is a good thing.  She left the baby bag with
the biting ferret and whatever else she keeps in there under the
table.

     But she used her Minnie Mouse handy talkie to call some of her
folks in the parking lot.  She relayed the callsigns the spies kept
repeating on every turnaround and the parking lot folks drove
around untill they found plates that matched one of them.  A
screaming alarm summonsed one of the spies, and in the confusion
she slipped a piece of merchandise into the second guy's plastic
sack that said "Yaesu" on it.  When the second guy went to see
about his camper, she called a security officer and reported him
for theft.  The self-appointed spectrum manager was unsuccessful
in arguing that putting out a signal over 100 mW was an offence to
offset taking a "Kuddly Koala."

     By now Frank was a hit and every bored, distracted teen in the
building was looking into boxes of "make offer" for old toy HTs. 
The kids that  brought back the older 11M ones were able to trade
with the WARmon for 49 mc Archer Space Patrols new in box, and
Frank was at stride changing crystals over to ECOs.  He'd do one,
look at his 10 minute timer, and if it was close to time he would
give another Morse character.  If you stayed long enough to
identify two, Christie gave you  a copy of a seditious little
pamphlet called "49 mc Radio Talking," which Frank wrote for the
occasion.

     Frank kept up a banter like any pitch man but once, when he
took a breath, someone asked "what kind of 2M handheld" he used. 
When he said, "None," and,  "I never go above 60 mc," an old guy
came over and whispered that Frank was drawing all the kids from
the League sponsored "Codeless Radio" seminar.  Frank nodded and
I thought that was like telling Fagan the style next year was to
bigger pockets.

     "Now why?" he asked the kids, "would you pay big bucks to some
Asian outfit for a radio so your granddad could listen to your
every thought?"  "Do you leave your diary out or give them your
password?"

     "But one kid's toy and about as much skill as it takes to
program a VCR can give you your own private line to your friends,"
he counseled. The timer tinged and he added, "dit dah dah dit," is
the letter 'P,' like in Privacy." 

     Pretty soon he was blocking the asiles with strange looking
kids with funny punctures, so he would get five or six to tune up
on a tone from the SW-3 and send them off to find out how far they
could talk.  Later he organized a foxhunt on 57.110 and the YL who
found the transmitter in a parked Toyota Land Crusier got a crisp
$20 bill.

     When the guards cleared the hall that night, several
delegations of OTs surrounded Frank and told him he could not
leave.  They said the police were on the way to talk about how he
was leading kids into unlawful acts.  That made the WARmon slip out
his Archer Space Patrol and he was about to call in the three
Toyotas with six skinheads and about the same firepower as a
destroyer escort when Christie bounced up with a big box wrapped
in brown tape.

     "I'm glad you got him," she said.  "Those things he tore up
to make his machines belonged to my grandfather and I have the
parts he took out right here."  "Ya'll can have whatever you want
of it," she offered in a surprisingly good drawl for a woman from
Maine.  We escaped in the feeding frenzy.

     Running back East on I-30 in the Frazer,  Frank monitored the
new bootleggers around 49 mc for a time, but finally gave up. 
"I'll have to study it for a while," he said, but I think they say
'Like' for break."  He allowed, however, that 5M had its own jargon
in the 1930s, too.

     I told Christie, who was petting the ferret, that I thought
the box a truely artful dodge, but what, I asked,  was really
inside?

     "Couldn't tell you, she said, "I just wraped up one of the
trash sacks from the women's room."



de ab5L, michael in dallas, MNHopkins@JUNO.com
Student of Tecraft, ICM and Six Meters' Golden age: 1957-58
Box 226841, Dallas, TX  75222  Copyright FMLA XL

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.19990611230527.02914220@earthlink.net>
Date: Fri, 11 Jun 1999 23:05:27 -0700
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Jim Hill <jshillw6ivw@earthlink.net>
Subject: Worm.Explore.zip Virus
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Yesterday, I received my nth copy of the Happy99.exe "virus". The subject
had a boatanchor theme. Norton Antivirus automatically intercepted it, so
no problems, other than a short delay. I've received it so frequently that
I have a message I transmit to the sender, telling him of the problem and
how to resolve it.
 
There's a new virus out, which can be sent automatically to your friends,
if you are unfortunate enough to receive and activate it. It's called
Worm.Explore.zip, and causes serious problems.
Suggest you read
http://www.symantec.com/avcenter/venc/data/worm.explore.zip.html
for details.
73's Jim
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Subject: Re: Oscillograph?
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Arden et al,

	I always just assumed that oscillographs were machines that WROTE
permanent waveform pictures usually by mechanical or photographic
means.  It would be interesting to I dentify the origin of
"oscilloscope".

Al

Arden Allen wrote:
> 
> Test equipment trivia-ists;
> 
> Not too long ago I got sucked into fielding an oscilloscope question by one
> of our illeteratti brethren, "what's this time base A, time base B
> business?"  Since then I've been harboring a question of my own.  I started
> with the usual "graphical presentation of what a circuit is doing", which
> got me the first blank look, and proceeded eventually to "you can zoom in
> on a specific time period" with some success.  Along the way I threw in the
> comment, "in fact oscilloscopes used to be called oscilloGRAPHS".  "Hmmmmm,
> why was that?", I thought to myself.  That's my question.  When did
> oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  Was it someone's marketing
> bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.
> 
> Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net

-- 
Al Klase - N3FRQ
skywaves@bw.webex.net
Flemington, NJ 08822
Web Page:  http://www.webex.net/~skywaves/home.htm

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 08:11:53 -0400
From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
Subject: sale or swap
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <199906120812_MC2-791C-A1B5@compuserve.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Type: text/plain;
	 charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Disposition: inline

Items for sale or swap:

FT-101 hf transceiver, fully working.....................     140.00 Poun=
d
FT-101B, working, needs a tweek or for spares     80.00
Heath DX-60 with VF-1, working, nice set..........      65.00

BC-728 aerial and carry strap...........  20.00
PRC316 Adaptor Unit.........................  25.00

Mk 214 hf high power 500w tx, comprises driver unit and pa.
driver has builtin psu, pa needs ht, some valves missing
but all common, has full set of pa coils, rare set, only a
few made........................    140.00

would be interested in swap any of above for either other military gear, =
 =

or 6 Mtr transvertor.

For Swap only:  military items only wanted

Mk 119 spy transmitter, Mk 123 spy station, German Torn B rx with battery=

box. =



Postage extra, payment in UK Sterling only. =


Ben G4BXD

------------------------------
Message-ID: <025c01beb4e6$637f08a0$f71bbfd1@n4fs>
From: "Mike B. Feher" <n4fs@monmouth.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Oscillograph?
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 08:15:18 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have an "Oscillograph" made by Westinghouse in the 30's. It is a dual
trace job using a wobullating mirror to project the traces on a frosted
glass screen. You can change the rate of the wobbulation as in sweep rate.
For magnitude, to show the waveform, it uses two galvanometers, one per
channel, also with mirrors. The source is a bright light bulb. A neat
arrangement but one wonders why? By the 30's they had CRTs. Must just have
been the mindset at Westinghouse not to go that route. 73 - Mike


Mike B. Feher, N4FS
89 Arnold Blvd.
Howell, NJ, 07731
732-901-9193


-----Original Message-----
From: Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Saturday, June 12, 1999 5:03 AM
Subject: Re: Oscillograph?


>Arden et al,
>
> I always just assumed that oscillographs were machines that WROTE
>permanent waveform pictures usually by mechanical or photographic
>means.  It would be interesting to I dentify the origin of
>"oscilloscope".
>
>Al
>
>Arden Allen wrote:
>>
>> Test equipment trivia-ists;
>>
>> Not too long ago I got sucked into fielding an oscilloscope question by
one
>> of our illeteratti brethren, "what's this time base A, time base B
>> business?"  Since then I've been harboring a question of my own.  I
started
>> with the usual "graphical presentation of what a circuit is doing", which
>> got me the first blank look, and proceeded eventually to "you can zoom in
>> on a specific time period" with some success.  Along the way I threw in
the
>> comment, "in fact oscilloscopes used to be called oscilloGRAPHS".
"Hmmmmm,
>> why was that?", I thought to myself.  That's my question.  When did
>> oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  Was it someone's marketing
>> bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.
>>
>> Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net
>
>--
>Al Klase - N3FRQ
>skywaves@bw.webex.net
>Flemington, NJ 08822
>Web Page:  http://www.webex.net/~skywaves/home.htm
>
>

------------------------------

End of BOATANCHORS Digest 2577
******************************


>From ???@??? Sat Jun 12 21:43:30 1999
Message-Id: <199906130046.d5D0kN006081@sco.theporch.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 19:46:08 CDT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 2578

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 2578

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) Oscilloscope vs Oscillograph
	by "Richard Brunner" <rbrunner@gis.net>
  2) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by "Benjamin D. Hall" <kd5byb@WT.NET>
  3) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@indy.net>
  4) (fwd) Oscillograph?
	by ail0@lehigh.edu (ARTHUR I. LARKY)
  5) Re: Oscillograph?
	by Jim Roik <jnroik@escape.ca>
  6) Re: Oscillograph?
	by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
  7) TRF chassis ID???
	by polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org (Marty's Refl. Drop)
  8) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
  9) FT: 100 Khz crystal
	by "Sandy W5TVW" <ebjr@worldnet.att.net>
 10) Re: Oscillograph?
	by Henry van Cleef <vancleef@netcom.com>
 11) Re: TRF chassis ID???
	by Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
 12) Cetron CE-210A Info Needed.......
	by Robert Ross <radiorob@serix.com>
 13) Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
	by "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
 14) Tube Info Needed.....C-850
	by Robert Ross <radiorob@serix.com>
 15) Re: Tube Info Needed.....C-850
	by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
 16) PMR-8 /Resistor Coating
	by "Al Fritsche" <fritsche@email.msn.com>
 17) R&R Designs: BAD NEWS
	by "Ed Tanton" <n4xy@att.net>
 18) Value of EAC R-390A
	by zeitler@ibm.net
 19) Re: Restoration/Preservation/sentimentality 
	by Edward Zeranski <ejz@nosc.mil>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-ID: <004901beb4cc$e830e880$a31d29d8@blah>
From: "Richard Brunner" <rbrunner@gis.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Oscilloscope vs Oscillograph
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 08:05:10 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

"  comment, "in fact oscilloscopes used to be called oscilloGRAPHS".
"Hmmmmm,
why was that?", I thought to myself.  That's my question.  When did
oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  "

This is no mystery!  Oscillographs used a galvanometer-type movement with a
mirror on it which reflected a beam of light onto a moving film strip.  They
were used in power testing laboratories (for example) for recording
short-circuit currents and other transient phenomenon.  They work very well
but are expensive to operate.  Today, solid-state things with lasers do the
same job.  This is the way to go when you want a permanent record.

Richard Brunner, AA1P, rbrunner@gis.net

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.32.19990612075504.007c21d0@mail.wt.net>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 08:06:23 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: "Benjamin D. Hall" <kd5byb@WT.NET>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>Sets that did see service, on the other hand, have important 
>history that needs to be preserved - like wear and tear, overhaul 
>stickers, paint touch ups, graffiti, extra tags, etc.. 

Absolutely!  I've got a rather ho-hum BC-348R that works pretty good but
doesn't look its best.  I was all set to restore it, until I took at look
at the nomenclature plate.

On that plate were the names of people that crewed the aircraft it was
from, including nicknames!  ("Crabbie" Branster)

It will be left as is.

73,
Ben
---
Benjamin D. Hall, KD5BYB, Engine and radio collector / operator.
Located in Houston, Texas, USA.
e-mail:  kd5byb@WT.net, web:  ***down for refurbishment***
"An ye harm none, do what ye will."

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 09:16:25 -0500 (EST)
From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@indy.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.4.10.9906120830230.8419-100000@indy1>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII


Hi!

   With old Morse keys, the usual rule is to not "clean all thehistory
off."  That means you don't do *anything* that'd destroy the original
tooling marks, maker's ot owner's ID, nor try to "unbend" mangled
hardware.  (Couple of Perera;s older keys have *nasty* bends in the
spacing-adjustment screws, f'rinstance; an ateempt to straighten them out
would probably break 'em: pffft, history down the drain).
   My old japanned-base Vibroplex Original (with small contacts indicating
landline use) has got *severe* wear on the holes where the pivot rod
passes through the dah arm; it's still usable but only just.  If I was
going to use it much, I'd have to buy a new dah arm from Mitch...in which
case, it would be neccessary to save the old one one in some manner that
would keep it from being seperated from the key and mark the replacement
piece to indicate what, why and when. (I don't plan to slap a new dah arm
on. It just happens to be a pretty safe thing to do; but it's easier to
keep all the parts together by *leaving* them together!) Now as keys go,
it's nothing special or exotic and adding this one new piece to make it
workable can be easily done in a non-destructive manner; but it needs to
be all there to be of any serious use to the *next* owner--who may be a
ham, or some sort of historian, or both; but I *owe* it to him or her to
hand along the *whole* key, with all the wear that tells the story of how
(and how much!) it was used.  The gold pinstriping on this bug is just
about gone--and it'll *stay* gone as long as I own it; this key was used a
*lot* and earned an honorable retirement.  Making it "look like new" would
turn it into some sort of hideous fake, a shabby way to treat a device
that put in a honest career.

   A radio is a larger, more-complex, and less-intimate device than a key.
Me, I never aim for "factory new" but I won't leave a useful set to rust
away to junk, either; the HRO-5TA required a *heap* of new passive
components and got modern poly condensers and film resistors where it
needed them; bad paint chips were filled with new paint and the power
supply, flaking badly, got a fresh overspray of crackle black (bless
National, the ID plate is held by screws and not rivets!)  But the wiring
harness was left intact and cleaning was held to the bare minimum, using
mild stuff.  The repairs were done in a professional manner--old terminals
cleaned up, etc.--but there's no question it's got new parts.  The
trade-off is between historical accuracy and a receiver that plays, and my
effort was to be minimally invasive while following "good engineering
practices."  My only regret is that the two canned 'lytics in the receiver
were unsalvageable due to an earlier repair.
   It is still a useful historical artifact?  I dunno; I hope so.  
Without new parts, it was pretty much a doorstop!  What I have now still
tells its story--the MFP date stamped inside the lid puts it in 1943,
while the 0-1mA "wartime" S-meter scale, missing military ID plate,
bandspread coils and slightly crooked "A" stamped on the National ID plate
proclaim it to be one of the war-surplus sets factory retrofitted for
amateur use.  As a study of National's construction methods, it's no
longer complete; but *much* of the original wiring is intact and it'll
pick up stations just fine now; and that's about where I "draw the line"
for receivers, transmitters and other electronic devices.  (I doubt this
set saw much, if any, military use--probably sat in the box 'til '46 or
so, then was bought and went back to National to become a ham receiver).

   But what will I do with my SW-3?  This'n has been modified to run
pentode tubes in the RF & det stages, and the underside is mess of "new"
(mid-late-30s, or maybe 40s if the modifier had a good junkbox) parts
tacked in.  There's no way to just "repair" it--the incorrect tube sockets
and parts will have to come out and what's left will be an unwired
receiver!  Not a lot of "history" left and the mod isn't especially
significant as-is (in fact, the look of it suggests a lot of tinkering,
probably not very successful).  ...So I'll probably rewire it from the
git-go, and have to tuck a note in the cabinet explaining what, why, how
and when.  This receiver will never be a prime museum piece; and I don't
mind that, as I'm not running a museum.  (Times I've run across *intact*
old gear, I've swapped 'em to the folks who *are* doing historical
peservation; most of the time, they've got a few mildy-hacked examples to
trade, a win-win deal).

   73,
   --Bobbi
   

KB9GKX "RJ"  rbarmore@indy.net   Roberta J. (Bobbi) Barmore
      FISTS #3388 * G-QRP #10001 * ARRL * RSGB * WIA 
   Appreciator Of Vacuum-Tube Ham Gear and Vintage Keys

------------------------------
Message-Id: <199906121552.LAA11270@ns1-1.CC.Lehigh.EDU>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 11:52:13 EDT
From: ail0@lehigh.edu (ARTHUR I. LARKY)
Subject: (fwd) Oscillograph?
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>


>Not too long ago I got sucked into fielding an oscilloscope question by one
>of our illeteratti brethren, "what's this time base A, time base B
>business?"  Since then I've been harboring a question of my own.  I started
>with the usual "graphical presentation of what a circuit is doing", which
>got me the first blank look, and proceeded eventually to "you can zoom in
>on a specific time period" with some success.  Along the way I threw in the
>comment, "in fact oscilloscopes used to be called oscilloGRAPHS".  "Hmmmmm,
>why was that?", I thought to myself.  That's my question.  When did
>oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  Was it someone's marketing
>bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.

>Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net

The original oscillographs were a mirror on a galvanometer which reflected
a light beam onto a photographic plate which could be developed to produce
a trace of a voltage waveform.  We used to have some of them around the
University, but they got disposed of several decades ago.
Art K3HBA
Professor Emeritus of Electrical & Computer Enginering
Lehigh University

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.1.32.19990612110538.006e9cf0@mail.escape.ca>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 11:05:38 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Jim Roik <jnroik@escape.ca>
Subject: Re: Oscillograph?
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I can't answer your question as to when oscillograph became oscilloscope,
but I do know that we used oscilloPERTOBOGRAPHS until the 1980s. The early
ones from the 40s used,I believe,a wet drum, while the later ones used
ultraviolet paper in rolls. The had and element containing a mirror that
the voltage caused to deflect and move a ligtbeam over the ultraviolet
paper. The paper then came out of the machine and developed in light giving
you the trace. There were variants also that used thermal paper and moving
wire elements. These were replaced with digital versions that wrote the
information on a floppy disk.

So it makes me wonder if the oscillograph originally was a paper and pen
type of machine that gave some sort of paper graph, rather than a picture
on a screen.

My earliest refeerence, the Radio Handbook, tenth edition 1946, calls the
oscilloscope an oscilloscope.

Cheers.

Jim
At 09:32 PM 6/11/99 -0700, Arden Allen wrote:
>Test equipment trivia-ists;
>  That's my question.  When did oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and
why?  Was it someone's marketing
>bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.
>
>Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net
>
>

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 12:30:28 -0500 (CDT)
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Oscillograph?
Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.3.96.990612122915.32055A-100000@admin.aurora.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

On Fri, 11 Jun 1999, Arden Allen wrote:

> When did
> oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  Was it someone's marketing
> bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.

Didn't the Oscillograph actually print on film or paper rather than
display on a screen? I think they were around before CRT's.

                    "Nostalgia is a thing of the past"
    E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net   73 de Bob, K9EUI
            CIS: Data / Telecom   Aurora University, Aurora, IL
                      630-844-4898  Fax 630-844-4222

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 13:48:47 -0400
From: polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org (Marty's Refl. Drop)
Message-Id: <199906121748.NAA18919@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: TRF chassis ID???


I've a very interesting TRF chassis that I can't identify

It's all black, has a 4-gang variable cap. & 4 27s in a line next to it.
3 are rf amps, 1 is detector.  All cathodes are connected & cabled out
to, apparrently, shut off radio when 'phono' selected externally.  Really
neat thing, REALLY NEAT is 1st & 3rd RF amp plates coupled thru a compression
trimmer for neutralization.   Cheap, elegant way to avoid using 24As.

Other side of chassis has 27 audio driver, 2 71s, & audio xfrmrs

Finish id xtra good & there's a riveted nickel & black ID plate that says
Serial Number 1M39063.

Almost looks like WeCO BC air monitor or 'sync record-film talkie theatre'
accessory.

Can anyone guess the ancestry???

Maybe a Kolster????

Thanks for the head scratching

    Marty

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 13:28:18 -0500 (CDT)
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.3.96.990612125045.32055C-100000@admin.aurora.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII


I think Bobbi, William, Ben, etc are pretty well in agreement on this and
I go along with most of it. Sadly, I have hacked up my share of ARC-5's
in my younger days but do have a couple of unmodified units that will
star that way. I don't run a museum here either - don't have the room. So
the BA's I pick up are ones I want to use and in most cases I will modify
them if necessary to get the best use out of them.  An example is one of
my HRO's. AFter recapping it and its power supply, I then added a 6BE6
product detector and changed the meter switch to switch between fast and
slow AGC. This is a superb working radio. The mods are reversible. I did
the same to my SP-600-JX.  I just hate using CW or SSB with a lousy
envelope detector and no AGC.

On the other hand, I have several other clean receivers that will remain
untouched, such as a NC-173, SX-100, and  2-B. 

For transmitters, My 20-A is original except for replacing the mic
commector and adding PTT. My Ranger has had extensive audio mods
and PTT added, and my Desk KW has been stripped of its modulator, screen
and bias supplies, and converted to a pair of 4-400A's in G-G
configuration. I beefed up the plate supply by going to PI filter, raising
the voltage by 1000V, and added Eimac chimneys and a "real" blower. This
thing really talks now. 

One piece of equipment I agonized a long time over to rebuild or just
clean up was my AMR-101. This is the Australian version of the HRO.
The front panel has extra holes and an added hooded pilot lamp over
the tuning dial. The xtal filter assembly was missing, and the knobs
were mostly wrong. Someone had even tried to make 10 and 15 meter
bandspread coils out of the LF and BC band coil sets. I was able to
obtain a replacement xtal filter (but the xtal is missing) and the
correct knobs.  I was able to restore the two buggered coil sets to
their original ranges. 

I think this is a fairly rare piece (at least in the U.S.) so I decided
to leave the front panel alone. Since the xtal filter is useless right
now, I built a Q multiplier on a large L of aluminum to go where the
filter would be. This probably works as well, if not better than the
filter would. This is an easily reversable mod. The only thing left to
restore is the wiring from the audio output to the meter switch so it
can again read audio level as well as S units.

                    "Nostalgia is a thing of the past"
    E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net   73 de Bob, K9EUI
            CIS: Data / Telecom   Aurora University, Aurora, IL
                      630-844-4898  Fax 630-844-4222

------------------------------
Message-ID: <002201beb515$c09b5aa0$07fa490c@SandyBlaize>
From: "Sandy W5TVW" <ebjr@worldnet.att.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: FT: 100 Khz crystal
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 15:53:31 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

TRADE: round can 100 Khz crystal 1" OD X 2" tall.  Pins are 3/32"
OD and spaced 1/2" (Same as FT-243)  James Knights type H9,
100.0000 Khz.

for:

Octal based 1000 Khz crystal used in BC-221 or LM frequency meter
known to be good and not aged off frequency.  I have an
intermittant one in my LM frequency meter!

73,
Sandy W5TVW

------------------------------
From: Henry van Cleef <vancleef@netcom.com>
Message-Id: <199906122057.NAA14241@netcom10.netcom.com>
Subject: Re: Oscillograph?
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 14:57:46 -0600 (MDT)
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

As Arden Allen discourses
> 
> comment, "in fact oscilloscopes used to be called oscilloGRAPHS".  "Hmmmmm,
> why was that?", I thought to myself.  That's my question.  When did
> oscilloSCOPE supersede oscilloGRAPH and why?  Was it someone's marketing
> bombast that came to dominate the lexicon?  Please let me rest.
> 
Well, so far as I know, this was a convention that changed without any
real help from any manufacturer that I know of.  I'll put the time as
a transition during WWII.  

Dumont who pioneered manufacturing and selling these devices, called
them "Cathode-Ray Oscillograph" in their front panel markings.  My
distinct recollection is that the RCA 158 and 160-B series, which were
current ca. 1938-41, were also "Cathode-Ray Oscillographs." (I think
RCA continued to use the term into the sixties).  Dumont used the term
at least through the '50's.  My copy of John Rider's "The Cathode-Ray
Tube At Work" (1935, mine is 11th printing, 1942) uses this term
universally.  

One must keep in mind that "oscillograph" is a generic term, and has
its antecendents in the Rube Goldberg lashups used by Helmholtz and
described in "On the Sensations of Tone" to get visual displays of
waveshapes vs. either time or other waveshapes (both are "Lissajous
figures).  These evolved into "oscillographs" using electrical
transducers (pens and light-relecting mirrors) which generally used a
time-linear mechanical movement on one axis.  Use of a cathode-ray
tube is simply substitution of an electronic transducer for a
mechanical system.  Thus, the devices were known as "oscillographs"
because they are nothing but oscillographs (generic term) using a CRT,
and almost always defined by the whole term "cathode-ray
oscillograph."

I think that the idea of "scope" vs. "graph" is from a radar
convention.  Early radar displays used a time-axis display, and these
were referred to (as I recall) as "A-scope."  Use of a rotating
deflection yoke resulted in the WWII PPI "scope" (plan position
indicator).  Various "improvements" in the relaxation-type sweep
setups used in prewar CR oscillographs led to develop of what I recall
was titled an "RF Envelope Analyzer" (ca. 1941) and ultimately the
"Synchroscope" ca. 1943.  The P4 and P5 synchroscope designs are the
direct predecessors of the Tektronix 511 "Cathode-Ray Oscilloscope"
(panel marking), later shortened to "Oscilloscope" by Tek (ca. 1952).
So I think we can blame Tek for drawing on its radar heritage for
introducing "Oscilloscope" as the standard term for these devices.

One has to keep in mind that as late as 1954, Dumont was "the standard
brand," and Tek's 530 and 540 series swiped virtually all of the
market from them so that 5 years later, Tek was "the standard brand."

I do not have the military standards for nomenclatures and tech
manuals from the 50's, but have a vague recollection that they
insisted on "oscilloscope" along with things like "aline" (for align)
somewhere around the 1956-58 period.  Since the principal military use
for CRT devices was radar-related, the term "oscilloscope" was
probably used for devices marked "oscillograph" back in the WWII era.

One thing to note:  Oscilloscope photography continued to be a
valuable (if subtle) practice well into the 1970's.  In this case, the
CRT remains an electronic transducer and the "display" is the
photograph.  The development of digital scopes which could hold
display samples in memory long enough to capture them on other media
has pretty well supplanted photography, but the use of CRT devices as
instrumentation still remains a form of "oscillography."



-- 
===================================================================
Hank van Cleef 
===================================================================

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.19990612140305.00847950@proaxis.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 14:03:05 -0700
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
Subject: Re: TRF chassis ID???
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At 01:48 PM 6/12/99 -0400, Marty's Refl. Drop wrote:
>I've a very interesting TRF chassis that I can't identify
>

>Almost looks like WeCO BC air monitor or 'sync record-film talkie theatre'
>accessory.

--maybe not WeCo. i have a manual for a WeCo BC monitor and it seems
WeCo wouldn't do something this directly and simply. The WeCo is a
TRF with 5-gang capacitor and output to a separate audio amp. ( WeCo
customers were prepared to $$pay$$ ).
hue

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.32.19990612175049.006ae2fc@mail.serix.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 17:51:26 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Robert Ross <radiorob@serix.com>
Subject: Cetron CE-210A Info Needed.......
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello Folks:

   I need some info on the following tube. If anyone knows a Tube
equivalent or can tell me what this tube is or was used for....I would
appreciate it.

Cetron CE-210A  Large Globe tube 4 Pins with Bayonet Mount.

Thanks for any info....

Regards....ROB.


Robert S. Ross VA3SW
London, Ontario CANADA=20

Antique/Vintage Radio Enthusiast
Amateur Radio Stations VA3SW/VE3JFC

Defy Physics.....Play Table Tennis!! (Ping Pong with an Attitude)

       =AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=
=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4

------------------------------
Message-Id: <199906122157.OAA00863@mta3.snfc21.pbi.net>
From: "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation Philosophies 
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 14:36:55 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Bobbi and crew;

I won't take up the space to quote your many fine examples of the
challenges a serious historical preservationist has to deal with.  I guess
the bottom line is, what is the criteria for a piece to be *historically
significant*?  As has been pointed out by many, it ain't an easy call.  It
really is up to a museum builder and curator to have the last word.  If any
of us think we have a piece that is of museum (historically significant)
quality or character maybe we should submit a description of it to a
curator to get a preliminary appraisal.  The alternative is to enjoy the
piece for whatever personal meaning it has and accept that its fate will be
that of all things that live.  Time dims our ability to appreciate the
works of past masters and inanimate displays have little meaning to casual
observers.  If radios were music they would be reborn every time they are
'played'.  Our job is to supply the 'music' to play them with.  I choose to
have radios that work first, and are historically accurate second.  Beware
selling to the "collector", that may be the worse fate for a radio.

Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.32.19990612180329.006aec38@mail.serix.com>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 18:04:06 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Robert Ross <radiorob@serix.com>
Subject: Tube Info Needed.....C-850
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello Folks:

    Can anyone help me with any info on the following tube........

6 Inch Tall GLOBE
Tube a Little Larger than the Old Globe #50's. Has 5 Pins and a Black
Plastic Base. Has a
Sticker that says Type C-850 and is Dated 1929. Also some other stuff
written on the sticker.
Unknown Maker.

Any info on it's Use....or an equivalent would be greatly appreciated......

Thanks/73...ROB.



Robert S. Ross VA3SW
London, Ontario CANADA=20

Antique/Vintage Radio Enthusiast
Amateur Radio Stations VA3SW/VE3JFC

Defy Physics.....Play Table Tennis!! (Ping Pong with an Attitude)

       =AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=
=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4=BB=A7=AB=A4=BB=A5=AB=A4

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 18:11:57 -0400 (EDT)
From: William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Tube Info Needed.....C-850
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.990612180814.19415A-100000@osfn.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

> Has a
> Sticker that says Type C-850 and is Dated 1929. Also some other stuff
> written on the sticker.
> Unknown Maker.

Cardon, probably. They made a few tubes in the late 1920s that were a bit 
non-standard.

William Donzelli
aw288@osfn.org

------------------------------
Message-ID: <003401beb528$f2fdef40$e3cc2499@noname>
From: "Al Fritsche" <fritsche@email.msn.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: PMR-8 /Resistor Coating
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 18:09:46 -0500

Hi gang, long time, no post.......

Got a little canoe PMR-8 and M-1070 Pwr Supply about a year ago..
Finally getting around to working on it.

The first owner, (I am Second)  said it was just working fine and then it
lost all signal strength .

Well, I said to myself, its got to be a tube as I know the previous owner
doesn't have the skills to even take the case apart... Appliance Ham

Well, I replaced the AC cord to the 1070 and rebuilt the umbilical cord from
the 1070 to the PMR-8 and fired it up.... Strong signals on BC but Nata
everywhere else....

Well after checking tubes, with no results, got out the Vom and started the
hard way....

Using resistance found that pin 6 of V2  was way wrong,,,  and discovered
that R22
feeding the screen voltage was wide ass open....

Relaced  with a NOS carbon and know alll seems well.

Nothing spectaculiar about this but, the resistor I took out and still
staring me in the face
is like new..... But measures infinity....

That got me to thinking about Carbon Resistors as a whole....

What was the outer coating used on them,  some kind of epoxy.?  been on the
list for a long time and can't remember even Barry  talking about that ( I
could be wrong).

73
Al
KD5CML

fritsche@msn.com





------------------------------
From: "Ed Tanton" <n4xy@att.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "R-390" <r-390@qth.net>, "BoatAnchor Reflector" <boatanchors@theporch.com>,
        "Collins Reflector" <COLLINS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV>,
        "Drake (QTH.NET)" <drake@qth.net>,
        "Drakelist Reflector (Balt.)" <drakelist@baltimoremd.com>,
        "EFJ / Johnson" <johnson@qth.net>, "EICO Reflector" <eico@qth.net>,
        "Hammarlund Reflector" <hammarlund@qth.net>,
        "National Reflector" <national@qth.net>,
        "Swan reflector" <swan@qth.net>,
        "Vintage Solid State List" <VSS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV>,
        "Hallicrafters Reflector" <hallicrafters@qth.net>
Subject: R&R Designs: BAD NEWS
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 20:25:28 -0400
Message-ID: <011701beb533$3d50af10$01010101@n4xy>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello Everyone... BAD NEWS: I thought almost everyone on these reflectors
would want to know:

R&R's website is down, so I just called R&R Designs' 800 number
(800-372-4287). The recording said THEY ARE NO LONGER ACCEPTING ORDERS FOR
PAINT(S). They ARE accepting SOME parts orders, and they are negotiating
with "another company" to replace their paint line sales (at least.) They
ARE going to fill existing orders, but all production/etc. has ceased.

I surely hope Robert is able to find a person or company willing to take
over their otherwise unobtainable specially mixed paint(s) and supplies.

72 / 73  Ed  N4XY     email: <n4xy@arrl.net>

------------------------------
From: zeitler@ibm.net
Message-ID: <005601beb534$a46d35a0$c1dd6520@km3g>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Value of EAC R-390A
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 17:35:26 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Gents,
I need to know the value of an EAC R-390A s/n 240. Painted battleship gray
(not a re-paint) in the case with same paint. Front panel is fair. Assume
electrical condx is average. No known mods except to coaxial connector on
the rear.

Lane Zeitler
Ku7i
San Diego

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.1.32.19990612174912.009db770@marlin.spawar.navy.mil>
Date: Sat, 12 Jun 1999 17:49:12 -0700
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Edward Zeranski <ejz@nosc.mil>
Subject: Re: Restoration/Preservation/sentimentality 
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

.........I was all set to restore it, until I took at look
>at the nomenclature plate.
>
>On that plate were the names of people that crewed the aircraft it was
>from, including nicknames!  ("Crabbie" Branster)
>
>It will be left as is.

	Kinda sorta the way I look at things..... There are a couple of WWII Navy
head sets with names on the head leather which I'd never touch  and though
my HQ-150 is 'gone thru' I just do not have the heart to clean all the
finger mung off the knobs. The old Hammy owners manual has "Bill's Ham
radio receiver" in pencil on the front so that and the old knobs are a link
back to 'Bill' and perhaps the mid '50s when the RX was new. Most of the
equipment I have isn't what folks would call 'collector', showing wear and
mods, but that is the history of that piece and the times. Geeze...people
didn't mod/use stuff to bust it...it was part of an attempt to grow and
make stuff better. Sure, didn't always work but that is the learning
process. I just picked up a very saveable HT-40 at the Fontana swap, never
seen one before, and all it will get is a scrub, replace bad parts, and
light it off. Those scratches lend character! The real pisser? I missed a
neat Johnson Navigator for $50. 


Ed Zeranski  This is a private opinion or statement.
home email:  ezeran@cris.com , ICQ # 3255293

------------------------------

End of BOATANCHORS Digest 2578
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